ally active adolescent and young adult women, which is highly effective. 1, 11 These serovars are poor antigens, so serodiagnosis has not been helpful. Identification of the organism by more affordable tests such as enzyme immunoassay, lz direct fluorescent antibody staining, 13 Pap test, 4 and DNA probes 15 is relatively insensitive. Culture of the organism is slow, labor intensive, and expensive but has traditionally been taken as the gold standard for laboratory diagnosis of genital chlamydial infection. Recently, DNA amplification tests have emerged as competitors for the preferred method for diagnosis. Given the value of broadly based screening for prevention of genital chlamydial infection and its complications as recommended by the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention (CDC), 6 extensive information on the performance of various laboratory tests for C. trachomatis in geographically and culturally diverse settings is important. We therefore undertook this study to determine the relative accuracy of culture and polymerase chain reaction (PCR)-based testing among our southeastern U.S., hospital-based patient population where chlamydial infections are of intermediate prevalence. ics of the group. 
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